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Components of film originally examined: 


Feature : Candy Running time : 68.15 

Trailers: Safe Sex Notice Running time: 0.43 

Copyright Notice 0.07 

Dinner Party II The Buffet 2.10 

Metro Home Video Notice 0.16 

Venom 1 2.37 

The Voyeur #6 2.09 

Fresh Meat #3 2.13 

Head Trip 1.32 

Pristine 1 & 2 2.14 

Hotel Sodom 2.00 

Compulsion 3.10 

Lethal Affairs 2.36 

Total Running time: 90.02 


Excision/Alteration: No. 


Reason(s) for Excision: 
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Not Applicable. 

Classification Decision: 


Objectionable. 

Display conditions: 

Not Applicable. 

Descriptive Note: 

Not Applicable. 

• • 

Direction to issue a label has not been given. 


• • 

SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The video recording entitled Candy is classified as: 

Objectionable. 

This classification has been given because of two scenes from the feature which 
depict sexual conduct of a degrading, dehumanising and demeaning nature. The first 
scene depicts a woman participating in sexual activity with four men. The men queue 
for fellatio, vaginal intercourse, then anal intercourse. They also slap the woman’s face 
with their penises, and talk over the woman before collectively ejaculating on her face. 
The second scene depicts a man ejaculating over a woman’s face after withdrawing 
his penis from another man’s anus. The woman takes no active part in the ejaculation 
and is presented as a surface to be ejaculated upon. These scenes degrade, 
dehumanise and demean the female participants to a significant extent and degree. 

The distributor of the video recording was informed of the recommended excisions, the 
classification the Classification Office would give the video recording if the excisions 
were made, and the classification the Classification Office would give the video 
recording if the excisions were not made, on 10 June 1997. However, the distributor 
returned the video recording with the excisions not made and a copy of the excision 
notice with a note stating “Refused Excisions”. 

The extent, degree and manner of these degrading, dehumanising and demeaning 
images present in the video recording is such that the availability of the video recording 
is likely to be injurious to the public good. An objectionable classification is therefore a 
reasonable and justifiable limitation on the rights and freedoms of s14 of the New 
Zealand Bill of Rights Act 1990. 
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